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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. The limitations such as "said images" and "said image" are being recited in numerous 
places in claims 1-40. It is believed that "said one or more images" would be more appropriate 
and consistent with the initial claim language. Claim 2 recites "said metadata representation". 
Claim 31 recites "each said metadata item". Claim 34 recites "and "said associated image". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for all of these limitations in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(a) the invention was know n or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign countiy, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 1-29 and 3 1-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by MS 
Windows XP Explorer ("Explorer"). 

As per claims 1-2, Explorer teaches a method of classifying one or more images, said 
method comprising the steps of: 
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displaying an iconic representation of each of said images on a graphical user interface 
(fig. 2; images of different flowers on the right window), and creating an association between at 
least one of said images and lat least one predetermined metadata item representing a 
classification of said image, and in response to the iconic representation of said image being 
positioned within a client area of said graphical user interface, and generating and displaying an 
iconic representation of said predetermined metadata item for display on said graphical user 
interface based on said created association (figures 2-3; dragging and dropping two flower 
images into the metadata bin "New Zealand" on the left window; note a new iconic 
representation of "New Zealand" is created with the images being shown on the folder bin). 

As per claim 3, Explorer teaches the steps of: creating an association between at least a 
further one of said images and said at least one metadata item, in response to the iconic 
representation of said further image being selected and moved to a position defined by said 
displayed metadata representation {an iterative/duplicate process if the user continues with 
moving other images on the right window into one of the metadata bin/folder on the left window 
in figure 2). 

As per claims 4 and 40, Explorer teaches wherein the iconic representations of the 
metadata items are arranged according to a hierarchical structure, and said hierarchical structure 
of iconic representations of metadata items is displayed as a tree structure with expand icons 
indicating whether a parent iconic representation is open and isplaying child iconic 
representations (figs. 2-3; note the hierarchical structure of the folders associated with metadata 
items on the leftmost side of the left window). 
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As per claim 5, Explorer teaches an updating step of updating said hierarchical structure 
based on metadata items associated with at least one of said images (figs. 2-3; note the updating 
of the folder of metadata item "New Zealand" on the right pane of the left window as changed 
from fig. 2 to fig. 3). 

As per claim 6, Explorer teaches the step of storing said association between said image 
and said at least one predetermined metadata item {inherent function to Windows Explorer in 
order to organize and display the information properly as shown in figures 2-3). 

Claims 7-8 are similar in scope to claim 2, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 9 is similar in scope to claim 3, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claims 10-11 are similar in scope to claims 5-6, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 12-13 are similar in scope to claim 2, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 3, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claims 15-16 are similar in scope to claims 5-6, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 17-18 are similar in scope to claim 3, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 20-21 are similar in scope to claims 5-6, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claims 22-29 are similar in scope to claims 1, 7, 12, 1, 7, 12, 1, 7, and 12, and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claims 35-36, Explorer teaches designating one said metadata item as a child item 
of a parent metadata item in response to an iconic representation of said one metadata item being 
dropped on the iconic representation of said parent metadata item; and associating with said 
parent metadata item at least one image associated with said child metadata item (fig. 3; when 
the flower images are dropped in the "New Zealand" metadata item, the system inherently 
designates the flower image items to be child items of "New Zealand"). 

Claims 37-38 are similar in scope to claims 35-36, and are therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 39 is similar in scope to claim 35, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over MS Windows XP 
Explorer ("Explorer") in view of Applicant Admitted Prior Art ("AAPA", Specification). 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to claims 6, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Explorer does not explicitly disclose the step of generating a query based on said selection of 
said plurality of iconic representations. AAPA teaches a similar method of organizing images, 



Application/Control Number: 10/734,222 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2174 

wherein searching and querying functions are employed (Specification, pages 1-4). It would 
have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the method of AAPA and 
Explorer in order to provide efficient searching and querying functionalities on previously 
organized images. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-30 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Inquires 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sy Luu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4064. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:300 am to 4:00 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Sv D. Luu/ 

Primary Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2 174 



